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Capt. McCampbell commanded U.S.S. Bon
Homme Richard.

Subsequent assignments until his retire-
ment on July 1, 1964, included such illus-
trious positions as C/S to Commander Fleet
Air and Cmdr Carrier Air Group.

Today, Capt. McCampbell answers the last
rollcall but will always be remembered for
what he did for his Navy, Naval Aviation in
particular, and this great nation—a nation
that is what it is today because of the loyal,
professional, and dedicated members of the
profession of arms like Captain David
McCampbell, U.S. Navy (Retired.)

And with a little imagination I believe
each of us here this afternoon, can visualize
David, in his Hellcat on Essex, breaking off a
smart salute to the deck hands and heading
down the flat flight deck towards mortal
combat over the Philippine Sea.

Today, we bid farewell to a true hero. May
God be with you David.

Semper Fi.
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REAL WELFARE REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LONGLEY). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentlewoman from
North Carolina [Mrs. CLAYTON] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, this
week this House will consider H.R.
3734, a bill which proposes to reform
welfare. Our welfare system needs to be
reformed. Reform, however, implies
improvement, correction for the better.
The bill we will consider, which is H.R.
3734, does not move families and chil-
dren forward into the future. It keeps
them trapped in the past. it does not
provide mainstream methods, it dis-
penses extreme measures.

Mr. Speaker, I want to vote for a wel-
fare reform bill, but I intend to vote for
a bill that supports children and en-
ables parents to work by providing job
training and day care. But I will not
vote for H.R. 3734, a bill that is sight-
lessly cutting $50 billion from pro-
grams from the poorest in our Nation
in a blind march to balance the budget
and to give money to the richest in our
Nation.

Mr. Speaker, there is a bipartisan
and bicameral alternative, the Castle-
Tanner proposal, that ought to be con-
sidered by the House when we vote on
welfare reform. Although the Castle-
Tanner has provisions on immigration
that need to be improved, it is a far
better reform bill for our current wel-
fare system.

Last week, this House refused to
spend $30 million, just $30 million, re-
quested by the President to help con-
trol and prevent the alarming growth
of teen pregnancy. Yet, we spend $6.4
billion annual on programs once teen-
ager are pregnant and have children.
We will not spend one-half of 1 percent
to prevent a problem that will cost us
more than 200 times that amount in
the long run. The logic of this attitude
escapes any reason, and it certainly es-
capes me.

What does the House propose to do in
the face of this illogical spending? In
the welfare reform that is before us,
families that have additional children

will be denied cash welfare payments
and children will suffer. Unmarried
parents under the age of 18 who have a
child will be denied cash welfare pay-
ments under certain conditions, and
the children again will suffer.

We say parents must work, and they
should work if work is available and
they are able to work, and day care is
provided for their children. But where
are the jobs? Where are the resources
for day care? Once again, the children
will lose. We all know the old adage,
‘‘An ounce of prevention is certainly
better than a pound of cure.’’ Why,
then, are some insisting on punishing
children, rather than preventing preg-
nancy, especially among our adoles-
cents?

Do these Members ignore the fact
that every 2 hours in American a child
is killed by firearms, every 4 hours a
child commits suicide, every 5 hours a
child dies from abuse or neglect? There
are reasons why our children are
killed, commit suicide, and die under
tragic circumstances. There is a con-
nection with the fact that every 32 sec-
onds a bay is born in poverty, every 1
minute a child is born to a teen moth-
er, every 9 seconds a child drops out of
school, and every 14 seconds a child is
arrested.

Mr. Speaker, we can stop this vicious
downward spiral of lost lives. We can
move our children from under this dark
cloud of planning their funerals to the
bright sunshine of planning their fu-
ture.

At this time, when so many of our
children are at their lowest and worst
point, we need to call on the very high-
est and best efforts of this country.
Thirty percent of all out-of-wedlock
births are to teenagers below the age of
20. Every 1 minute a child is born to a
teen mother. We have a national cam-
paign whose goal is to reduce teenage
pregnancy by one-third by the year
2005. This is a goal that is essential.
This is a goal within our reach.

We do need a welfare reform system,
but we need one that encourages work
and protects our children, and a consid-
eration of the Castle-Tanner proposal
certainly is a far better alternative
than the Republicans are offering.
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SALUTING THE FOSTER GRAND-
PARENT PROGRAM, THE SENIOR
COMPANION PROGRAM, AND THE
RETIRED SENIOR VOLUNTEER
PROGRAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FOX] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise tonight to thank my col-
leagues for their help with three very
important programs that came before
the House recently. I am speaking of
the Foster Grandparent Program, the
Senior Companion Program, and the
Retired Senior Volunteer Program.

As an amendment to the House ap-
propriations bill, we were able to in-

crease funding actually back to 1995
levels, which are very appropriate, be-
cause just dealing with one program
for the moment, the Foster Grand-
parent Program, it is one of the largest
people-to-people programs we have in
America. We were able to, in the
Labor-HHS appropriations bill for fis-
cal year 1997, restore the kind of fund-
ing that is needed to make this pro-
gram viable and one that is going to
help the most people.

It was Mary Lloyd, the director of
the Montgomery County, PA, program,
who brought the need to light. While
many of us as Members of Congress
know of the importance of the Foster
Grandparent Program, I was brought to
a greater awareness in a recent meet-
ing and visit I had to the Foster Grand-
parent Program in my district, where I
saw many of the senior citizens work-
ing with the youth at risk in our neigh-
borhoods to make sure they are given
the educational programs after school,
the nurturing programs, the ones that
talk about careers.

I guess one of the cases that brought
to light the need even greater was the
fact that some students who have been
involved with drugs, where they could
not be reached by their parents, many
were not even reached by the clergy,
they may not have been reached by the
school, the foster grandparents on an
intergenerational level were able to
touch this young person, get them off
the addiction of drugs, get them in-
volved in positive youth activities with
Scouting and youth sports.

The Foster Grandparent Program is
one that is here to stay. Along with the
Senior Companion Program and the re-
tired and senior volunteer programs,
they are making the kind of public-pri-
vate partnership that this Congress
should be embracing and is embracing,
and one that the executive and legisla-
tive branches can work with together.

Mr. Speaker, we had this evening a
group that met Nationally, from every
State, with each one having their own
story to tell. Whether it is John Pribyl,
the director of Lutheran Social Serv-
ices of Minnesota and the president of
the Senior Companion and Foster
Grandparent Program, or Mary Louise
Schweikert, who is from Pennsylvania
and the national president of the Asso-
ciation of Foster Grandparent Pro-
grams, or Patricia Renner, president of
the National Association of RSVP, or
the Retired Senior Volunteer Program,
we heard in poignant testimony to the
Members tonight how important is is
to maintain these programs in a budget
where we are trying to make sure that
waste and duplication is, of course,
eliminated, and we do not duplicate
what programs the private sector or
the State governments provide.

But this is certainly a program of
which we can be very proud. Over half
a million volunteers in each of these
programs are making a difference in
people’s lives. After all, Mr. Speaker,
life is about making a difference. We
can see clearly through the efforts of
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the Foster Grandparent Program, the
Senior Companion Program, and the
Retired Senior Volunteer Program that
people like Mary Lloyd in Montgomery
County and others across America who
are volunteers in those programs are
making a difference. Tonight, along
with other colleagues, I salute the Fos-
ter Grandparent Program and all they
have done for America.
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A REVOLUTIONARY REFORM
CONGRESS?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. DOGGETT] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, last
January 1995, this House began its pro-
ceedings with great fanfare and with
claims that this would be in fact a rev-
olutionary reform Congress. In fact,
things have changed quite a bit over
the course of the last few months.

The taxpayers have seen this House
squander $1.5 billion of taxpayer money
with costly Government shutdowns.
They have seen the extremism of this
House in one failure after another,
with almost no legislative accomplish-
ments to point to. And now we get to
1996, and the reform Congress has, by
the Republican leadership, been re-
duced to a reform week. This is reform
week.

The only problem is that all the re-
forms that our Republican colleagues
have come up with they now have
taken their reform week, and I think
they are reducing it to a reform hour.
At the rate they are going, they may
be down to a reform minute for this
Congress.

The strange thing about the reform
of this Republican Congress is that not
many Members, Republican or Demo-
crat, have much motion of what this
reform hour will actually consider. Be-
cause, Mr. Speaker, in the reform hour
that we will now have out of this re-
form Congress in this reform year, the
Committee on Rules has yet to meet to
even decide what amendments will be
in order with reference to reforming
the way this Congress operates.

Most people do not really realize that
the Members themselves will not have
an opportunity to vote on many of the
reform ideas that people across Amer-
ica are talking about that they would
like to see this Congress adopt. Indeed,
we will consider two of the most impor-
tant issues facing America: That of
welfare reform and that of campaign fi-
nance reform and the way this Con-
gress operates, without having ade-
quate forewarning of what amendments
will be considered in order, and what
alternatives that people across Amer-
ica have advocated might be consid-
ered.

But, of course, all of this is consist-
ent with the experience that America
had last year leading up to the costly
Government shutdowns. Because peo-
ple across America will remember that
we struggled against the Speaker, the

gentleman from Georgia [Mr. GING-
RICH], to get a gift ban to end the ties
that bind legislators and lobbyists. We
finally were able to overcome his oppo-
sition and obtain that reform last year.
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He held here at the desk, at his
Speaker’s rostrum, last year for a mat-
ter of months the first lobby reform
bill in almost 50 years. We were able to
build up enough public concern over
lobby reform that we overcame the
Speaker’s opposition to that reform.
Now we are finally to the most impor-
tant issue, that of campaign finance re-
form for which there is some bipartisan
support in this House. There are Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle that
have come up and have spoken out in
favor of genuine campaign finance re-
form. Indeed, it was the Speaker him-
self who a little over a year ago stood
there in front of a crowd in New Hamp-
shire with President Clinton, shook
hands and said, ‘‘We will have a bipar-
tisan effort to address this issue of
campaign finance reform.’’ Yet once
the smile was over and the cameras
had gone away, nothing happened. In-
deed, it took the Speaker from the
summer until the end of October or the
beginning of November to even an-
nounce his plans. Those plans were to
appoint a commission to look at the
issue. Of course, a commission has
never been appointed in all the ensuing
months. With all that valuable time
going by, the chance that any reform,
even from this reform hour that we
have left, affecting the elections this
year has simply gone down the drain.

I think that is extremely unfortu-
nate. Because there was a proposal out
there supported by Common Cause,
supported by the Reform Party, sup-
ported by a number of independent or-
ganizations that neither the Repub-
lican Party nor frankly the Democratic
Party, many elements of it, liked all
that much. I think the only kind of re-
form that will really change this sys-
tem once and for all is one that hurts
each side a little bit, that there is dis-
satisfaction on from each side a little
bit. I believe we have such a proposal
in the bipartisan approach that Mem-
bers of both sides have come together
on and have advocated, but it now ap-
pears, not through any formal action of
the leadership at this point but my
word of mouth of what they may do,
that they will refuse to even let this
House consider that proposal in the
very little time for reform, the hour or
so for reform that we will have the day
after tomorrow, to deal with the way
that campaign dollars and campaign fi-
nancing are polluting and affecting in a
most negative way the way that this
House operates. It is wrong that we
have been narrowed to this little time.
It is time for the American people to
speak out and demand that this system
be genuinely reformed.

FIXING A BROKEN WELFARE
SYSTEM

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LONGLEY). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Califor-
nia [Mr. RIGGS] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. RIGGS. Mr. Speaker, before my
colleague from Texas departs the floor,
I just want to quickly hasten to point
out that this Congress, the 104th Con-
gress, has made reform a priority. In
fact the reforms that we have enacted
to date, a few of which the gentleman
alluded to, have been enacted through
this House of Representatives on an
overwhelmingly bipartisan basis: The
Congressional Accountability Act,
which applies the same laws to Con-
gress as the rest of the country and ba-
sically makes Congress work under the
same laws that it imposes on American
families and businesses; the very strict
gift ban that was enacted last year;
and very comprehensive lobbying re-
forms.

So it is a shame, really, that the gen-
tleman comes to the well and attempts
to make congressional reform and cam-
paign reform a partisan issue. But to
the extent that it becomes a partisan
issue, I should tell the gentleman that
I very well remember from my service
in the 102d Congress the House of Rep-
resentatives under Democratic control,
and I very well remember the House
bank and post office scandals that sort
of gave new meaning to the term ‘‘the
check is in the mail,’’ at least back
here in Washington.

Mr. Speaker, I want to talk, though,
about our broken welfare system. I
subscribe to the old adage that if it
ain’t broke, don’t fix it, but our Na-
tion’s outdated and failed welfare sys-
tem is definitely broken and it is in
desperate need of major repair. We
must fix it now. Time is simply run-
ning out.

In 1965, our country launched a war
on poverty. The intentions were good,
but this led, I think we know now, to
the creation of the welfare state as we
know it and this whole political con-
stituency of dependency in our coun-
try. Thirty-one years and $5.4 trillion
later, we have nothing really to show
for the war on poverty but more pov-
erty, despair, hopelessness, broken
families, and a very damaged work
ethic in American society. Doing noth-
ing and allowing this destructive sys-
tem to continue is one of the most
uncompassionate things we can do.

Eighteen months ago, the new Re-
publican majority in this Congress set
out to truly reform welfare. We tried to
help the Democratic President make
good on his campaign promise to end
welfare as we know it. But twice our
efforts were stopped by Presidential ve-
toes. However, this week we are trying
again.

Our welfare reform plan is built upon
five principles; we call them pillars. We
believe that welfare should not be a
way of life; we feel that welfare should
be replaced with work; we want to shift
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